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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/507,368 


Applicant(s) 
MOREIN 


Examiner 

Hasan S. Ahmed 


Art Unit 

1615 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



( 1 ) Hasan S. Ahmed . (3) . 

(2) Yelli Kim . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 20 December 2007 . 

Type: a)(EI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative suggested an alternative groupings with respect to 371 
lack of unity (see attached fax dated 12 December 2007) Examiner disagrees with the proposed alternative 
groupings. Thus, the original 371 lack of unity groupings stand . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 




Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Mamialft i patAntFir aminina Procedure (MPEP), Section 71 3.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

of any face-to-face, video conference, or te.ephone interview with regard to an appiication must be made of record ,n the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

m Pverv instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview wim^nexaminer, a complete written statement of the reasons pres ented at the interview as 
w^rS A" interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as speafied in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

any ailegeo orai promise, stipulation, or understanding in relaticr. :c v/hich there is disagreement 0' doubt 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete .hrough ^^^^tX^^S^ to maKe the substance of an interview of record in the 
the examiner SS!!mS?tmS!Sto. It is the examine?* responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct matenal .naccurac.es 
which ^^J^S^^IS^^^ Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 

Si^mMn^ Mate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than w.th the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form .s not an attachment to a signed Office act.on) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance ^2™7*e"e^ " 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be ^"sjdered a c^ple 

unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the exam.ner to include, all of the applicable items required Deiow concerning 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

% i: 'SSSZ of K SSSien, of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, r 

describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the exam.ner.) 



the examiner. 



Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of ar, .interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



„ the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner JS5 SKn the 

statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the ««™"^ place the .nd.cat.on, inierv. 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiners initials. 
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DEC. 12.2007 4:57PM ARE NT & FOX 



Facsimile 



NO. 7699 P. 1 

Arent Fox 



Date: December 12, 2007 

Pages (including cover); 2 



Attorney: 
Client-Matter: 



2298 

026220-00054 



Yelee Kim 

202.857.6147 direct 
202.857.6395 fax 
kfm.yelec@arcntfox.com 



PLEASE DELIVER TO: 
Name/Company 

Examiner Hasan Syed Ahmed 
U.S. Patent & Trademark Office 



Fax 

(571)273-4792 



Verify 

(571)272-4792 



MESSAGE/INSTRUCTIONS 



Re: Proposed Restriction Requirement for Discussion with Examiner 
Application Serial No. : 1 0/507,368 
Inventors): MoreinetaL 
Attorney Docket No.: 026220-00054 



Dear Examiner Ahmed, 

Thank you for your telephone call on December 11, 2007, regarding the pending Restriction 
Requirement for the above-identified patent application. As I mentioned in my voice-mail 
message, we are proposing the following Restriction Requirement in place of the pending 
Restriction Requirement dated November 2 1 , 2007. 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the pending Restriction Requirement. As noted in the 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) § 803(11), 

"For the purposes of the initial [restriction] requirement, a serious burden on the 
examiner may be prima facie shown by appropriate explanation of separate 
classification, or separate status in the art, or a different field of search as defined 
in MPEP § 808.02." 



PLEASE CALL OUR FAX OPERATOR AS SOON AS POSSIBLE JF TRANSMISSION IS NOT COMPLETE: 202.857.6119 

This facsimile contains privileged and confidential information intended only for the use of the addressae(s) named above. If you 
are not the intended recipient of this facsimile, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you 
are hereby notified that any dissemination or copying of this facsimile is strictly prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in 
error, please immediately notify us by telephone and return the original facsimile to us at the address below via the postal service. 
Thank you. 
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Further, as an application subject to PCT Rule 13, Applicants submit they are entitled to "an 
independent claim for a given product, an independent claim for a process specially adapted for 
the manufacture of said product, and an independent claim for a iise of the said product" for 
prosecution in the present application (MPEP § 1 850 (III)(1)). 

As such, we propose the following Restriction Requirement, wherein Applicants are required to 
elect: (1) one of the product groups, and (2) one of the method of use groups, and (3) election of 
a species for the process group: 

Product (composition): 

1 . Claims 1-25, 36-38, directed to a solid drug delivery composition, comprising an NO- 
NSAID absorbed onto porous particles 

2. Claims 26-27, directed to a solid drug delivery composition, comprising an NO-NSAID 
absorbed onto porous particles, mixed together with enteric-coated pellets comprising a 
H+, K+-ATPase inhibitor. 

Method of use: 

1 . Claim 4 1 , directed to a method for the treatment of pain 

2, Claim 42, directed to a method for the treatment of inflammation 
Process: 

Claim 28 is a generic claim, directed to a process of producing porous particles comprising one 
or more NO-donating NSAID(s), Species include the processes of: 

1. Claim 29 

2. Claims 30 and 32 

3. Claim 31 

4. Claims 33-34 



Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to speaking with you regarding the proposed 
Restriction Requirement. 




Yelee Kim 
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